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geologic repository at Yucca Mountain
in Nevada. Thirteen years ago, the De-
partment of Energy determined that
Yucca Mountain was the best and
safest location in which to store Amer-
ica’s nuclear waste. Indeed, it is the
law of the land, as we have heard to-
night, and we have spent billions of
dollars to study the site and get it
ready to be able to store our spent nu-
clear fuel.

Mr. Speaker, despite the billions of
dollars spent, nothing has been done on
Yucca Mountain since this administra-
tion has taken office. The administra-
tion cut off funding for Yucca Moun-
tain and ensured that nothing would be
done to get this site ready—this de-
spite the three decades spent studying
the site and the over $15 billion spent.
If we do not proceed, that money will
be completely wasted. Further, the ad-
ministration has failed to bring for-
ward any kind of alternative, meaning
that spent nuclear waste continues to
sit in our communities where, I would
argue, it should not be.

America’s nuclear power plants have
produced over 71,000 metric tons of
spent nuclear fuel over the past six
decades, and while it has created jobs
and clean energy, we do have an obliga-
tion to make sure that it is stored, and
stored safely. We need to make sure
that it is stored in a long-term facility.
But, instead, spent nuclear fuel re-
mains at plants at at least 75 nation-
wide sites, including at Zion.

There is a solution to this problem
which affects not only Zion but the en-
tire country. We can fund the Yucca
Mountain project and ensure that we
will solve the problem once and for all.
If we don’t, the only alternative right
now is to leave the waste where it is,
stored in places like Zion, leaving both
Zion and the drinking water for 30 mil-
lion Americans vulnerable to an envi-
ronmental disaster or to a terrorist
event, leaving the residents of Zion
with a large plot of land in the heart of
their community that, frankly, we
can’t use.

The only responsible course of action
is to tackle this problem today. We
have seen the statistics out there, and
as we look at what the facts are, the
Department of Energy has determined
that the deep geological disposal is the
safest method to store spent nuclear
fuel.

If we just look at the difference here,
in Zion, Illinois, on the shores of Lake
Michigan, there are 65 casks containing
1,135 metric tons of nuclear waste—
waste stored above the ground, about 5
feet above the water table and just a
few hundred feet away from the shores
of Lake Michigan.

Yet Yucca Mountain, on the other
hand—a place where we have spent $15
billion, where our experts have said is
the safest place for us—is where we ac-
tually tested a nuclear weapon. It is
near an Air Force base. So, when peo-
ple talk about the neighbors, as Con-
gressman SHIMKUS talked about ear-
lier, the neighbor is the Federal Gov-
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ernment. The Federal Government
owns the spent nuclear fuel. The Fed-
eral Government owns the land around
it. The Federal Government owns the
site at Yucca Mountain—Yucca Moun-
tain, again, 100 miles away from the
Colorado River.

The storage that we are talking
about would be 1,000 feet above the
water table, because it is important
that we protect our water, and 1,000
feet below ground. This is the ideal
spot. Yet we have come not on science;
this hasn’t been objected to by the sci-
entific research. This has been objected
to for political reasons. Frankly, I have
to tell you, Mr. Speaker, the politics
has to end because what it is doing is
jeopardizing communities across our
Nation. We should be transporting this
spent nuclear fuel to the safest loca-
tion possible to make sure that we are
not putting our citizens at risk, that
we are not damaging or potentially
damaging the environment.

The Department of Energy has con-
cluded that the repository would have
little or no adverse impact on future
populations or the environment. These
are key. So we are going to take a look
at what the Department of Energy has
to say and at the studies that have
been done. Literally, Yucca Mountain
is probably the most studied piece of
real estate that we have in our Nation
today. All of the studies that have
come back say this is the spot at which
we should be storing this spent nuclear
fuel. Instead, it is staying all across
the country at the cost to the tax-
payers.

The Federal Government owns the
nuclear fuel, and when it refused, ac-
cording to the law, to take that nu-
clear fuel back and deal with it, we had
our companies out there that basically
said, Well, what are we supposed to do
with it? So they sued on breach of con-
tract, literally costing the taxpayers
billions of dollars. We heard my col-
league from Washington say that it
could be as much as $50 billion that the
hard-working taxpayers are going to
pay to keep the spent nuclear fuel
where we don’t want it to stay.

The government has an obligation,
Mr. Speaker, to step up and do the
right thing. I, for one, am delighted to
be able to be here today to tell you
about the story of Zion, Illinois, but we
recognize that this is a situation that
is impacting over 104 different sites. We
cannot afford to wait any longer.

There are some on the other side of
the building, Mr. Speaker, who are spe-
cifically holding this process up. We
need to move forward. We need to
make sure Yucca Mountain is ap-
proved, open, and, again, able to store
this for up to a million years. It is the
right thing to do, and I urge my col-
leagues, Republicans and Democrats—
we have got those in the Illinois dele-
gation to my south who rely on Lake
Michigan. This is something that we
should all be united behind.

I am honored to be able to come up
and talk about this, but I am also sad-
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dened that it has taken so long and
that, if we do nothing, it will be poten-
tially decades longer. This is unaccept-
able. The citizens of our country de-
mand that the United States Govern-
ment abide by the law and by its obli-
gations to store the spent fuel at Yucca
Mountain.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

D.C. EMANCIPATION DAY:
INJUSTICE AND PROGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) for 30 minutes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, in ad-
vance of D.C. Emancipation Day, and I
know that it is not a national holiday,
but it is, yes, a holiday in the District
of Columbia. It commemorates the day
when the slaves in the District of Co-
lumbia were liberated by the Congress
and Abraham Lincoln 9 months before
the national Emancipation Proclama-
tion.

Astonishingly, 150 years later, full
freedom and equal citizenship have not
yet come to the residents of the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

You don’t have to be the Holmes fam-
ily in the District of Columbia, who
have lived three generations here pay-
ing taxes without representation. In-
deed, my great grandfather, Richard
Holmes, was a runaway slave from Vir-
ginia. When Lincoln and Congress freed
the slaves 150 years ago, Richard
Holmes was not freed, because he was a
runaway slave rather than a slave
whose master lived in the District of
Columbia. So he had to wait the 9
months for the Emancipation Procla-
mation, but he was working on the
streets of Washington like a free man
as they were building Washington. He
became free, but his great grand-
daughter—grateful for all that my fam-
ily has done—cannot say that we are
free today.

The greater shock will not come from
those of us who are longtime residents.
It will come from those who moved to
D.C. yesterday, from those who are not
three generations here but who are one
day here, when they find that their
rights are gone, that the rights they
had in every State of the Union have
vanished except for a few.

They can vote for President, but they
can’t vote for whoever represents them
on this House floor. They have Con-
gress interfering with their local busi-
ness. This will astonish the average
American, and most Americans have
no idea this is the case for the 650,000
residents who live in their Nation’s
Capital. People have taken for granted
that the vote that is emblematic of
statehood would follow them—I don’t
know—from Utah and California, from
Alaska and Maine to the District of Co-
lumbia when they moved here. They
had no idea that their local budget, for
example, which is a budget raised ex-
clusively in the District of Columbia,
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would have the big foot of the Federal
Government kicking it around—indeed,
that it would even be in the Congress.

Emancipation Day in the District of
Columbia is not a mere commemora-
tion. It is not like George Washington’s
birthday. It is alive with a fervor
against this rank injustice that I have
begun to speak about this evening. I
am going to speak about the injustice,
but I am also going to talk about
progress because we have been encour-
aged—we who live in the District of Co-
lumbia—and the many allies we have
to fight as we begin to make some sub-
stantial headway.

0O 1915

Most Americans—indeed, all other
Americans—obtain their full rights by
going through a citizenship ceremony
or by simply being born here. All you
have to do to have your full citizenship
rights, when all is said and done, is to
pay taxes. You don’t even have to have
participated in all of the Nation’s wars
or any of the Nation’s wars the way the
residents of the District of Columbia
have done ever since the first war, the
war that created the United States of
America. You don’t have to have paid
all the taxes ever since you have been
in the Union of states the way the Dis-
trict of Columbia residents have.

The reason you don’t is that the
statehood simply comes with where
you live, and that is what has not hap-
pened to us. Where do we live? We are
proud to live in the Nation’s Capital.
There, you would expect rights to
flourish first and foremost.

When I spoke of not having the vote,
do understand I have the vote in com-
mittee, and I am very grateful for that
vote because it does allow me to carry
home some important benefits to the
District of Columbia, but what I don’t
have is the right to come to this floor
and have the same vote that each of
my colleagues has on business that af-
fects the District of Columbia and the
Nation.

Even matters that affect the District
of Columbia, our own budget comes to
Congress; and every other Member,
who had nothing to do with raising the
funds, gets to vote on that budget, but
not the Member elected by the people
of the District of Columbia. How pain-
ful it is that I have been able to speak
on a number of wars that our country
has entered, most recently Afghanistan
and Iraq, have gone to Arlington to
bury those killed, residents killed in
those wars who went to war, secured
the vote for residents of Afghanistan
and Iraq but came home to find no vote
or, in the case of those who died, did
not come home at all.

And yet I am in a Republican House
where ‘‘federalism’ is the byword. In-
deed, I understand why, because noth-
ing was more important to the Found-
ers than their own local laws and keep-
ing the Federal Government, which
was then kept deliberately weak, out of
their affairs. What mattered to them
was what was most local. So the very
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notion of interfering with the local
business of a jurisdiction of any kind
was unthinkable for our Framers.

It is the very meaning of statehood,
this localism, this thing that says that
there is territory and there are laws,
there are habits for you only. They will
differ vastly across the country, but
that is your prerogative; that is the
prerogative of statehood. That is why
the residents of the District of Colum-
bia seek to become the 5lst State, and
know it will happen. Perhaps later
than sooner, but it must happen be-
cause of the principles I have begun to
describe.

It must happen because we have been
called out and continue to be called out
internationally, because we have
signed treaties where we are now in
violation. We are in violation of a trea-
ty we signed in 1977, the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.
The Human Rights Committee, the
U.N. Human Rights Committee, has
called us out once again as it did in
2006, and they recited the reason for it.

The Human Rights Committee, look-
ing at what has been done or, as it
turns out, not been done said, and I am
quoting them, the United Nations dele-
gation to the U.N. ‘‘remains concerned
that residents of the District of Colum-
bia do not enjoy full representation in
Congress, a restriction that does not
seem to be compatible with article 25
of the covenant.”

Then they cited article 2, and I won’t
quote from it entirely, but it says that
the treaty we signed requires that we
“adopt such laws or other measures as
may be necessary to give effect to the
rights recognized in the present cov-
enant.”

What are those rights? In this cov-
enant, in this treaty that we the
United States has signed, says all per-
sons are ‘‘equal under the law and are
entitled, without discrimination,
through the equal protection of the
law. In this respect, the law shall pro-
hibit any discrimination and guarantee
all persons equal and effective protec-
tion against discrimination on any
ground,” and then they name the
grounds. Here are the grounds: ‘‘such
as race, color, sex, language, religion,
political or other opinion, national or
social origin, property, birth—and here
is the one that applies to the District
of Columbia and its residents—‘‘or
other status.” What is our other sta-
tus? That we reside in our own Nation’s
Capital—and for that reason, and that
reason alone, are denied equal rights
with other citizens of the TUnited
States of America.

Worse than being denied your rights
is getting a right and then having it
taken from you. Even that has hap-
pened to the residents of the District of
Columbia. Shortly after I was elected
to Congress, I wrote a memo indicating
that since, as a Delegate, by rules of
the House, I could vote in the Com-
mittee of the Whole, it followed that I
should be able to vote in the Com-
mittee of the Whole when it meets on
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this floor. The Democrats were in con-
trol, but even they said: We must send
this to outside counsel. Nobody from
the District of Columbia has ever voted
on this floor.

They sent it to outside counsel. They
said that the District of Columbia
votes by rule in committee, so by rule,
yes, if the majority pass a rule, the
District can vote on the floor of the
House of Representatives. That rule
was passed. Every time that the Demo-
crats are in power, I get to vote on the
House floor—by no means on all busi-
ness, but certainly on business in the
Committee of the Whole, and some of
that really affects and is important to
the District of Columbia. It is not the
whole and complete vote. It is not what
we are entitled to.

Why would anyone want to take it
from us when we pay taxes without
representation? But sure enough, when
my good friends on the other side of
the aisle write their rules, they write
the District right out of the rules and
take from us a vote that we have actu-
ally exercised on the House floor with
the concurrence of the Federal courts
of the United States. Right after we
were granted that right and after I
began to exercise it, my Republican
colleagues actually sued the Congress
for giving the District the vote in the
Committee of the Whole. The District
Court said: It is your discretion. What
Congress has done is legal; the matter
is legal and constitutional. And the
Congress—the Republicans, not the
Congress, took their suit against the
Congress, the Democratic Congress to
the Court of Appeals. The Court of Ap-
peals, the Federal Court of Appeals
said: Yes, what Congress has done is
legal, in its discretion and constitu-
tional. And I proceeded to vote.

I think it is probably unheard of ex-
cept in coups or dictatorships to snatch
a vote or a right that someone once
held, but that is what happened to the
residents of the District of Columbia.
No wonder there is rage in the city
about such treatment.

Now, you might say: Well, there sure-
ly must be some reason why the resi-
dents of the District of Columbia don’t
have the vote. No one has found any
such a reason yet. They have only
found reasons why we should have the
vote.

Some will say: Oh, you are much too
small to have the vote. After all, you
are only a city. Well, a city is whatever
you call it, so is a State. But if the size
determines that you have the vote,
then Vermont and Wyoming should not
have the vote because we have more
population than either of those two
States.

Vermont and Wyoming are not alone.
Those are the states where we have no-
tably more residents than they have.
We have more than 650,000 residents.
But there are more than half a dozen
States that are in the same range of
population as the District of Columbia
and have a Representative—no more
than one, just like the District of Co-
lumbia has one in this House—and two
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Senators. The District of Columbia has
no Senators.

Who would say that that is fair?

And yet if you look down to the
states with comparable population, the
first tier that are almost exactly like
the District of Columbia: North Da-
kota, Alaska, Vermont, of course, and
Wyoming. And then there is another
tier that are above us but very close in
population: Delaware and South Da-
kota. I want them to keep their vote,
and I want them to keep their two Sen-
ators. All we are asking is that District
of Columbia residents be treated equal-
ly.

I have been speaking all week in
preparation for Emancipation Day to-
morrow, April 16. I began with two im-
portant, what I call debt-paid, paid-in-
full obligations of citizenship. The first
is participation in the armed services—
although we know nobody is required
to participate in the armed services
today—and the second is payment of
taxes. Pretty much today, April 15, if
you have earned enough money, even a
relatively small amount, you are going
to have to pay some taxes.

It is hard to say which of those is
most important. They all, of course,
surround citizenship. Both support our
government: those who go to the serv-
ice, those who pay their taxes. I won’t
say what is most important, but I
started with military service for a rea-
son: anyone who enters the service, es-
pecially today, does so voluntarily,
knowing she is taking personal risk of
her life.

Service in the armed services is so
important to our country that undocu-
mented immigrants have been granted
citizenship by serving in the Armed
Forces, and that has now been formal-
ized. Young people who grew up in the
United States but came with their par-
ents as undocumented children without
any legal status have always joined the
armed services. In recognition of that,
our country has now said that, at least
for those who have special language or
medical skills, if they join the armed
services, after 6 months they can apply
for citizenship.

Just consider the premium that we
are placing on service in the Armed
Forces, a premium that is more than
deserved, and yet there is no cog-
nizance taken of the fact that our resi-
dents who lived in the District of Co-
lumbia since its formation in 1801 have
fought and died in the armed services;
and even before that they fought in the
Revolutionary War that led to the for-
mal formation of the United States and
the District of Columbia. So by any
measure, District of Columbia resi-
dents have gone beyond the call of duty
in serving their country and earned the
right—earned, earned painfully, with
their lives—the full right to be treated
as full and equal citizens of a State.

O 1930

This chart shows how the right to be
the blst State has been tragically
earned. In World War I, there were
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more casualties from D.C., this small
territory than three States; in World
War II, there were more casualties
from the District of Columbia than
from four States—and it only rises.

In the Korean war, there were more
casualties than from eight States of
the union, almost all of which were
larger in size and had more population.
The Vietnam war, where we have the
very most casualties—more men and
women were Killed than from 10 States
in the Union.

There is a very special part of our
service in the Armed Forces. The Dis-
trict of Columbia was not a majority
African American city until almost
1960. Today, it really is not a majority
African American city. I grew up in a
city that was largely White.

During that period, for most of its
history, the District of Columbia was a
segregated city, segregated by the Con-
gress of the United States. I went to
segregated schools, for example; yet
look at how residents of the District of
Columbia who had no vote of any kind
at that time, had no home rule govern-
ment. The city was run by three com-
missioners—no mayor, no city council,
nobody to go to who was responsible to
you—yet look what its residents did.

The first African American Army
general was born and raised in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The first African
American Air Force general was also
born in the District of Columbia.

The first African American Naval
Academy graduate was born right here
in the District of Columbia. The first
African American Air Force Academy
graduate was born in this city. The ros-
ter continues into recent years, where
we had the first Deputy Commandant
of the U.S. Coast Guard and the first
African American female aviator in the
D.C. National Guard.

Don’t tell me District residents
haven’t paid their dues and then some;
yvet I have sometimes had some dif-
ficulty getting our armed services per-
sonnel duly recognized.

Perhaps the most poignant was a
mother who wrote me—and I thank
this Congress for helping me to correct
this injustice. It may seem small to
you, but it didn’t seem small to my
constituents. They are the parents of
Jonathan Matthew Rucker, a D.C. na-
tive high school graduate who then
proudly joined the Navy, instead of
going to college.

He graduated from Naval Station
Great Lakes. His parents went to see
him graduate. Tomi Rucker, his moth-
er, is an investigator with the D.C. Fire
and EMS Department. His father, Mi-
chael Linwood Boyd, is a sergeant in
the Special Operations Division of the
D.C. police department.

They enjoyed attending their son’s
graduation from naval boot camp. The
Navy called out the names. As the
name of each young person was called,
the Navy raised the state flag. The
name of Jonathan Matthew Rucker
was called, and no flag was raised.
Why? What in the world? What could
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they have been thinking, that we
weren’t a State, so the flag shouldn’t
be raised?

Well, this Congress, controlled by my
good Republican friends, was also
amazed. I very much appreciate that
they passed my bill that was attached
to the Defense authorization bill that
the Armed Forces now must display
the D.C. flag—and we learned only with
the visibility of this incident that
there were D.C. veterans who had come
home from wars and, every flag was
raised, except the D.C. flag.

I must tell you, I think it was be-
cause D.C. is not a State, for God’s
sake. At some point, you just have to
draw the line. Just make us a State,
and maybe those kinds of things won’t
happen.

Take our World War I memorial.
Every State had a World War I memo-
rial—paid for by people in that State—
so was ours, 100 percent. Indeed, they
collected money even from school-
children.

There has actually been an attempt
to take our D.C. War Memorial—be-
cause it happens to be located on the
Mall—and convert it into a national
World War I memorial because there is
no World War I memorial on the Mall.

Well, sorry about that, but we paid—
not only in treasure, but in the lives of
almost 500 D.C. residents. I thank my
Republican colleagues for working with
me to maintain the D.C. War Memo-
rial. The D.C. World War I memorial
had become, really, a war memorial for
all D.C. veterans.

What I did was to work closely with
my colleagues so that we would get a
real World War I memorial that could
be respected. That means there is going
to be a wholesale redevelopment of the
Pershing Park, which many always
considered a World War I memorial.

It is not located on the Mall, but it is
located right in a prime location on
Pennsylvania Avenue, near the White
House, and we were able to come to a
compromise, the kind of compromise
that makes the world go round and
makes this House look good.

Today, of course, was tax day, and
my Republican colleagues came for-
ward with any number of bills. Some
were worthy bills, bipartisan bills.
Some were nonsense. Some were just
straight out demagoguery. My col-
leagues are very concerned with tax
cuts, even bills this week.

Many will be surprised about the Dis-
trict of Columbia and taxes. This is one
of the great unknown factoids of the
United States. Residents of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, per capita, per resi-
dent, pay the highest taxes in the
United States, Federal taxes, more
than any Americans.

If you are in Mississippi, you pay the
lowest per capita, at just about $4,000,
compared to our $12,000. If you go to
my Web site, you will find out where
your State stands.

I will go down the top 10: the District
of Columbia, Connecticut, New Jersey,
Massachusetts—this is in rank order,
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by the way—Maryland, New York, Ne-
vada, Wyoming, New Hampshire, and
California.

The largest States—let’s take Cali-
fornia and New York—they each pay in
the $8,000 range. D.C. is $12,000 per cap-
ita. This is all per resident.

You say: well, look at the small
States; they must be like you.

No, they are not. Small States, like
Rhode Island—we are $12,000, and they
are at $7,000. We are at $12,000 per resi-
dent, and in Vermont, they are $6,000.
North Dakota is at $6,000. Montana is
at $5,000.

Those are the States with small pop-
ulations, so population can’t be the
cause. The cause is that the District
has middle-income people, rich people,
and, yes, because it is a big city, poor
people, and when you add it all up,
Uncle Sam gets more than his due
without D.C. getting statehood and the
rights that come with it.

Only statehood can end this
bucketload of injustice. Only statehood
can end no vote for the Member from
the District on this floor, no matter
what the bill, even if the bill is about
the District of Columbia. Only state-
hood can end the outrage of bringing
the District’s local budget for Members
to vote on who have nothing to do with
it and have contributed not one penny
to it.

Only statehood can keep this Con-
gress from interfering with the local
laws of our local jurisdiction, using
their own preferences to overturn the
democratic will of the legislature of
the District of Columbia.

But, it is not all terrible. We have
made progress. This is a country that
makes progress slowly, so we are not
about to give up. We are trying to get
the elements of statehood even as we
try to get what we are entitled to.

Budget autonomy—so that our budg-
et won’t have to come here—was not
only in the President’s budget, but my
bill for budget autonomy was in the
Senate appropriations bill last Con-
gress. They put it in their budget.
That, I am afraid, did not pass because
we cannot get yet the kind of con-
sensus we need from the House.

The residents of the District of Co-
lumbia want to have sole dominion
over their own money. That is $7 bil-
lion that we raise ourselves in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, so residents put it to
referendum.

The city was sued after that ref-
erendum which passed by almost 85
percent of the vote. Now, that is in
court to see where it goes. But resi-
dents are not going to give up. If they
can’t get statehood, they are trying to
get any part of it that they can.

Other elements of statehood have
also been introduced in the House and
the Senate so that our local laws don’t
have to come here, for example.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the time I
have had on the floor for Emancipation
Day. I want to leave you looking for-
ward, not backward. We are overjoyed
by making some progress.
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We know that, ultimately, the denial
of rights will be seen as un-American,
especially when that denial concerns
the residents of our own Nation’s Cap-
ital.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 42 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, April 16, 2015, at 9 a.m.

———————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1117. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s interim rule — Marketing Order Reg-
ulating the Handling of Spearmint Oil Pro-
duced in the Far West; Revision of the Sal-
able Quantity and Allotment Percentage for
Class 3 (Native) Spearmint Oil for the 2014-
2015 Marketing Year [Doc. No.: AMS-FV-13-
0087; FV14-985-1C IR] received April 13, 2015,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

1118. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Marketing Order Regu-
lating the Handling of Spearmint Oil Pro-
duced in the Far West; Revision of the Sal-
able Quantity and Allotment Percentage for
Class 1 (Scotch) Spearmint Oil for the 2014-
2015 Marketing Year [Doc. No.: AMS-FV-13-
0087; FV14-985-1A FIR] received April 13, 2015,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

1119. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s interim rule — Fruit, Vegetable, and
Specialty Crops —— Import Regulations;
Changes to Reporting Requirements To Add
Electronic Form Filing Option [Doc. No.:
AMS-FV-14-0093; FV15-944/980/999-1 IR] re-
ceived April 13, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1120. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the FY 2014
Performance Report to the President and
Congress for the Biosimilar User Fee Act; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1121. A letter from the Executive Director,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s final rule —
Annual Update of Filing Fees [Docket No.:
RM15-6-000] received April 8, 2015, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

1122. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Research, U.S. Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — ‘“‘Applications
of Bioassay for Radioiodine” Regulatory
Guide 8.20, Revision 2, received April 13, 2015,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

1123. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus-

April 15, 2015

try and Security, Department of Commerce,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Revisions to the Export Administration Reg-
ulations Based on the 2014 Missile Tech-
nology Control Regime Plenary Agreements
[Docket No.: 141204999-5186-01] (RIN: 0694-
AG41) received April 8, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

1124. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the annual report pursuant to
Sec. 2(8) of the Senate’s Resolution of Advice
and Consent to the Treaty with Australia
Concerning Defense Trade Cooperation
(Treaty Doc. 110-10); to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

1125. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a letter regarding commit-
ments in the Joint Plan of Action, pursuant
to Secs. 1245(d)(1) and 1245(d)(5) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act of Fiscal
Year 2012, as amended; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

1126. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a report on the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) programs or
projects in countries described in Sec. 307(a)
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22
U.S.C. 2227(a)); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

1127. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a certification pursuant to the
reporting requirements of Sec. 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (Transmittal No.:
DDTC 15-010); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

1128. A letter from the Assistant Director
for Regulatory Affairs, Office of Foreign As-
sets Control, Department of the Treasury,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Syrian Sanctions Regulations received April
13, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1129. A letter from the General Manager
and Director of Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity, Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety
Board, transmitting the Board’s FY 2014 an-
nual report, pursuant to Sec. 203 of the Noti-
fication and Federal Employee Antidiscrimi-
nation and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR
Act), Pub. L. 107-174; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

1130. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1131. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1132. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1133. A letter from the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, Department of Energy, trans-
mitting a report pursuant to the Federal Va-
cancies Reform Act of 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

1134. A letter from the Senior Counsel for
Regulatory Affairs, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Department of the Treasury Ac-
quisition Regulation; Technical Amend-
ments received April 8, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.
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